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-rnZMM JHe DATE of this communication appe ars on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 2_ MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS. 
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- ^repfyre^ 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 



status 3- ( (p-0^ (A 

1J0 Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)B This action is non-final. 

3 D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the ments « 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11. 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims ^ _^ <x<aA 

4)S3 Claim(s) ] is/are pending in the application. 



4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 



5) D Claim(s) is/are allow^ ^ 

6) 53 Claim(s) _h_ is/aVe rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawings) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 oFR 185(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1121 (d). 
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a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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Application/Control Number: 10/602,430 ra 9e ^ 

Art Unit: 1774 

Claims 4, 6-9 and 11-17 are rejected under 35 USC 1 12 (1 ) as being broader 
than the enabling disclosure as a result of applicants' failure to recite that the particulate 
material is C-545T. 

Claims 4, 7-9 and 12-17 are rejected under under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 
anticipated by any of the patents to Hatwar et al. (USP 6,565,996), Irvin et al. (USP 
6,695,980) or Aziz et al. (USP 6,740,429). 

These patents all teach articles marked with a material comprising 
nanoparticulate C-545T. Since this is the same material employed by applicants, it is 
inherent that it functions in the manner claimed by applicants. See Hatwar et al. at 
column 7, lines 4 and 5 and column 8, lines 47 and 48; Irvin et al. at column 5, lines 21, 
22 and 48; and Aziz et al. at column 8, lines 43, 44 and 55-57 and column 9, lines 40- 
45. 

Claims 4, 6-9 and 11-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over any of the patents to Hatwar et al. Irvin et al. or Aziz et al. in view of 
either of the patents to Kaule et al. (USP 6,344,261) or Duggal et al. (USP 6,700,322). 

The primary references apply as per the preceding paragraph. Given the 
teaching of equivalence of employing luminescent particles either in or on substrates by 
the secondary references, embedding the luminescent particles of the primary 
references would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art in the absence of 
unexpected results. f\ 
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